That is in practice there are no breakthrough methods or technologies in education.
3. Unexplainable "dynamic conservatism" of educational organizations. In his book Larry Cuban, professor of Stanford University, talks about "dynamic conservatism" of education.
According to him, education is not intrinsically conservative, as, for example, when educational organizations refuse to react to external stimuli.
They do react to them, but wish everything remained the same. They adapt by adopting those innovations that lead to no changes. Larry Cuban identified this phenomenon, tries to explain it, but does not give its thorough explanation. It is not clear why people employed in other areas often adopt innovations resulting in a clear advantage, and thus they really change their practice.
However, it is not so in education. We have no idea why this happens but we are aware of the fact.
Dependence of any practice's
effectiveness on the context (the euphemism of complexity). For example, a common question of students of pedagogical specialties is "How to behave with children? Should we smile at children and be friendly with them or is it better to be strict with them?". The answer frequently given is "It depends on the context". In reality, this means that we either do not know the answer or do not understand how to explain it. In general, when the answer boils down to the context of complexity it means that we do not know the answer to the question. Or rather, we cannot turn it into alienable knowledge.
The phenomenon of unspeakable knowledge is widespread in pedagogy: we understand and guess much but cannot explain this knowledge at the level of intuitive experience. Or when we use the concept of complex dynamic emergent systems in research discourse it is just a matter of designation of our ignorance of the behavior of a certain system. One could not say that educational science is in its terrible crisis. On the contrary, its role in informing about practice is growing; the number of good research is also growing. We know much more about how educational systems operate and develop and we are even getting an idea about probable trends of development. However, we must not forget that we are facing a thorough mystery. We probably deal with some "blind spot".
An parallel from medical history
The famous Roman physician Galen Humanity as a biological species has other "blind spots", too; they are very numerous.
Humans cannot see microbes and the most part of the light spectrum; they do not hear ultrasound, do not feel radiation. They very poorly estimate the probability of events, risks.
They see regularities where there are none.
Conversely, they often cannot directly estimate causality. Guided by stereotyped complexes, instincts, conspiracy theories and ill will, they poorly assess the causality of the phenomena.
We have absolutely no statistical sensory organ and we are rather blind to large amounts of data. Undoubtedly, we invented many tools and crutches to compensate for our weaknesses. Yet it would be ridiculous to think that this process is complete, or that we even know about all our limitations.
We may have another blind spot. It is 
Background
It cannot be said that the role of relations in education and human life in general has never been given the focus of research. On the contrary, the problem has a long history, a full description of which goes far beyond the scope of this article.
However, we consider it necessary to briefly 
Relations are not necessarily good;
human relationality is not an ethical value.
Domination is as relational as love.

On working out a research program
It is peculiar for the Russian pedagogy to deduce normativity from philosophical reasoning.
We believe that it is necessary to travel all the way from theoretical constructs to empirical results and only then deduce the norms.
It is necessary to develop the theory of relational matrix. There are layers of relations: economical, authoritative, cultural, and possibly others. They hardly superimpose on each other.
We have no idea how they interact and how they form a semiotic field of meaning.
There is a semiotic field on which expressions, 
What can a relational paradigm give us?
If we had a typology of social relations, we might search for the actions that are effective only for a certain type of systems.
If we understood the logic of the systems evolution, we would improve or change the ecosystems of relations and would not ping-pong the regressions.
